
THE   APOSTLES’  AUTHORITY  CONFIRMED
Last week  Jay talked about the four unique attributes of the apostles.

· They had a personal call from and authorization by Jesus.

· They had an eye witness experience of Christ.

· They had an extraordinary inspiration of the Holy Spirit.

· They had power to perform miracles.

Stott claims that the authority of the apostles is confirmed in two ways.  First, they themselves knew it, and the Acts of the Apostles and the Epistles of the New Testament show us the exercise of this authority. Paul not only defends his authority as an apostle; he asserts it. 
4We have confidence in the Lord that you are doing and will continue to do the things we command….6In the name of the Lord Jesus Christ, we command you, brothers….10For even when we were with you, we gave you this rule….12Such people we command and urge in the Lord Jesus Christ….14If anyone does not obey our instruction in this letter, take special note of him. (2 Thess. 3:4,6,10,12,14)
Who is this “we” he is talking about?  It is the plural of apostolic authority.  Who is it issuing these authoritative commands and demanding obedience?  Again it is an apostle of Christ, who speaks in the name of Christ.  Paul claims that Christ is speaking in and through him.
since you are demanding proof that Christ is speaking through me. He is not weak in dealing with you, but is powerful among you.( 2 Cor. 13:3)

The Galatians received Paul, on his first missionary journey to them, as Christ himself.

14Even though my illness was a trial to you, you did not treat me with contempt or scorn. Instead, you welcomed me as if I were an angel of God, as if I were Christ Jesus himself.(Gal. 4:14)
And they were correct in doing so. Paul was an apostle, an ambassador, an authorized representative of Jesus Christ.

John also used the plural of apostolic authority and constantly recalled his readers to the original teaching he had given them.  
6We are from God, and whoever knows God listens to us; but whoever is not from God does not listen to us. This is how we recognize the Spirit[a] of truth and the spirit of falsehood.(1 John 4:6)
John wrote this to letter to expose false teachers and to give believers assurance of salvation.  John’s authoritative manner is seen in his commands, his firm assertions and his pointed identification of error.  This is what would be expected from an apostle.  In other words, a safe test by which John’s readers could discern between truth and error was whether what was taught was in accord with his teachings.  False teachers would show their error by not listening to John, while the true Christian would authenticate himself by his submission to the apostle’s authority.
The authority of the apostle’s proceeds from the office imposed upon them by Our Lord and is based on the very explicit sayings of Christ Himself.
He will be with them all days to the end of ages:
20and teaching them to obey everything I have commanded you. And surely I am with you always, to the very end of the age. (Matt. 28:20)
He gives sanction to their preaching:

16Whoever believes and is baptized will be saved, but whoever does not believe will be condemned. (Mark 16:16)

He sends the “promise of the Father”, “virtue from above”:

49I am going to send you what my Father has promised; but stay in the city until you have been clothed with power from on high."
A safe test by which John’s readers could discern between truth and error was weather what was taught was in accord with his teachings.  False teachers would show their error by not listening to John, while the true Christian would authenticate himself by submission to the apostle’s authority.

If the apostles taught their own human opinions, then of course their teachings would be inferior to those of Jesus.  But what was the source of the teachings the apostles revealed, as compared to the source of Jesus’ teaching?  Of course we know that Jesus received His teachings from God.  Before Jesus came to earth, God spoke through Old Testament prophets, but now God speaks through his Son.  
In the past God spoke to our forefathers through the prophets at many times and in various ways, 2but in these last days he has spoken to us by his Son, whom he appointed heir of all things, and through whom he made the universe.(Hebrew 1:1-2)
Jesus spoke exactly what the Father commanded to be spoken.

49For I did not speak of my own accord, but the Father who sent me commanded me what to say and how to say it. 50I know that his command leads to eternal life. So whatever I say is just what the Father has told me to say. (John 12:49-50)
What was the source of the apostle’s teaching?  Their teachings were also from God, given to them through the Holy Spirit.  Jesus promised the apostles that the Holy Spirit would come and teach them all things, guide them into all truth, and remind them of Jesus’ teachings.  When they taught they were not teachings from themselves, but the Spirit of the Father spoke through them.  So the apostles’ teachings came from the same source as did Jesus’ teachings.  All of them spoke the will of God as revealed to them by the Holy Spirit.  The apostles’ teaching was as accurate and as authoritative as was Jesus’ teaching.  All spoke with the infallible authority of God.  If this is not so, then in fact we do not even really know what Jesus Himself taught, since He never wrote any of the Bible.  All we have are records which apostles and prophets wrote of what He said and did.  If we accept what they record of Jesus’ teachings, why not accept the other teaching that the Spirit guided them to write?
This brings us to the second way in which the unique authority of the apostles is substantiated-- the early church recognized it.  Around AD 110 after the last apostle, John, died, Bishop Ignatius of Antioch sent letters to several churches of Asia Minor and Europe.  He wrote “I do not, as Peter and Paul, issue commandments unto you.  They were apostles; I am but a condemned man.”  He was a bishop, but he recognized that even a bishop’s authority was not comparable to that of an apostle.  

When in the fourth century the church came finally to settle which books should be included in the New Testament canon and which excluded, the test they applied was whether a book came from the apostles.  If it wasn’t written by an apostle did it carry the endorsement of their authority.  For example, Luke was known to have been a regular companion and colleague of Paul, and Mark was described by the early church fathers as “the interpreter of Peter” who faithfully recorded Peter’s memories of Christ and the substance of his preaching.  Thus, the church was in no sense conferring authority on the canonical books; it was simply recognizing the authority they already possessed.
To sum up, Christ endorsed the authority of the Old Testament.  He also made provision for the New Testament by authorizing his apostles to teach in his name.  Therefore, if we desire to bow to Christ’s authority, we must bow to Scripture’s.  It is because of Jesus Christ that Christians submit to both the Old and New Testaments.

Stott now discusses two alternatives to the above conclusion.  The first says that Christ was mistaken in His view of Scripture.  This argument states: “the incarnation imprisoned Jesus in the limited mentality of a first-century Jew.  Of course he accepted the authority of Scripture, because this is what the Jews of his day believed.  But that is no reason why we should.”  This is the theory of “kenosis,” from the Greek word which declares that he “emptied himself” when he became man.
 7but made himself nothing, taking the very nature[b] of a servant, 
  being made in human likeness. (Phil. 2:7)


 Jesus emptied Himself of his glory when he took the form of a servant.  But he did not empty Himself of his deity in becoming a man.  And although as man He seems to have been ignorant of certain matters (he said he did not know the day of his return,)

32"No one knows about that day or hour, not even the angels in heaven, nor the Son, but only the Father. (Mark 13:32)

He knew the limits of his knowledge.  Consequently in his instruction he never strayed beyond these limits.  He insisted that he taught only what the Father gave him to teach.  Therefore, we claim that he was inerrant, that all his teaching was true, including his endorsement of the authority of Scripture.

The second alternative: “Jesus knew perfectly well that Scripture was not entirely the Word of God and reliable.  Yet because his contemporaries all believed that it was, he accommodated Himself to their position.  There is no need for us to do so.”    This suggestion is derogatory to Christ, and incompatible with His claim to be the truth and to teach the truth.  Besides, He never hesitated to disagree with His contemporaries on other matters, so why should He have done so on this?  Plus this would have attributed to Jesus the very thing he detested most—religious pretense, or hypocrisy.  

True Christians reject both of these theories.  There are some things which must be just believed, because there is no way to understand them.  

· God is unsearchable:   28 Do you not know? Have you not heard? The LORD is the everlasting God, the Creator of the ends of the earth.  He will not grow tired or weary, and his understanding no one can fathom. (Is. 40:28)

· There are many mysteries in the gospel:   16Beyond all question, the mystery of godliness is great: He[a] appeared in a body, was vindicated by the Spirit, 
 was seen by angels, was preached among the nations, was believed on in    the world,  was taken up in glory.(1 Tim. 3:16)
· Christ Himself is a mystery:   25Now to him who is able to establish you by my gospel and the proclamation of Jesus Christ, according to the revelation of the mystery hidden for long ages past.(Rom.16:25)

Christ lived on earth in the appearance of a man, and submitted His will to the Father, and lived His life as a man anointed by the Spirit.  Yet he retained all His powers, and demonstrated His abilities often as proof of His messiahship and of His authority.  The Christ that hung on the cross could have destroyed the Roman Empire with a wink, with a thought, but he voluntarily restrained His great power, submitted to the plan He and the Father had agreed to before the world was made, and laid down His life. 
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